withholding - suppression - hon sty and genuineness of classification. for court une. 

Occasion Exhibit is the same ns Cession Document in this case. 03 2943 ja* 

CD 945 ere one end the a erne thing. J£5£~El» th&t the notations e waeL. . 

Goauisaion rpinteu it. Sot only did the Coardsaion print it, but I 

thr e-„ year, after I printed then the Archives went W er th«- list x houg 1 rou 

them to bring it up to date on d-clasuifi cation, they remarked CD 94 p as still 

withheld! 

If the CoEs-isyion printed this, as it did, can it possibly b* v « subject 

to withholding to begin with, or in any foi*? 

hut. if the Com' is: ion, in the belief of aomona else, ahoulu not have print** it - 
an- tire Commission was the only organ then qualified to mak* tide judg<,E*r.t, a-> x„ uid- 
can its subsequent withholding be justified on any ground? 

If tide is uo more than a simple, bureaucratic oversight, does it not cast doubt 
on the integrity with which this matter of classification an- declassification was 
ap; .roachw: on d performed? when tnerc are hundreds oi such ca.- ; *s, quite literally, 
can it be- as rune to be ao more than an oversight? 

.J.1 of thic it ouite aside from th« content. another tile represent:: 
per -on the interview with whom is here reported as entirely non-existent. 

hoa-cxistcnt? I found him ay «wing tbc pi-ms bock, interviewed him when ho 
had no reluctance for m to tape recoxru it, anu luawad that tec official r«pre&u.tation 
of -hat ha xa tc feive sa±=- in not faithful to what be did say. 


^;dch c an, perhaps , oxpI«Jji such f oversights” • 


